Another aspect of war in the 21 st Century is that after 9-11 must be termed asymmetric warfare. It is true that not only the actors but also the methods employed are unconventional (or. guerrilla warfare) vice conventional. Sun Tzu defined asymmetric warfare as warfare where the "army avoids strength and strikes at weakness." 1 That does not match the present situation. For example, the U.S. adopted a "competitive strategy"
during the Cold War era. This strategy sought to deny the Soviet Union political, economic, and military leverage by exploiting their inherent weakness and emphasizing enduring US strengths across the spectrum of potential conflict. 2 Therefore, owing to this spectrum of conflict, asymmetric warfare appears even in war between states. Given this background and taking into account historical aspects of war, the current war against terrorism must be characterized as the warfare between coalition and non-state actors or rogue nations. Japan has cooperated with other democratic nations beyond the purview of the U.S.
From Alliance to Coalition of the Willing
Whereas NATO has been expanding its operational area outwards towards the east, into areas such as Afghanistan or Iraq: Japan has been expanding its activities beyond its normal operational area toward the west into the Arabian Sea and Iraq. Previously, NATO issues were beyond the purview of Japan. However, the Japanese Ground Self Defense Force contingent in Iraq has coordinated with Dutch forces in Samawah and now they are cooperating with British and Australian military forces in the Southeast region of Iraq.
Moreover, the Japanese Maritime Self Defense ships have supplied oil to many NATO countries and non-NATO countries that are participating in Operation Enduring Freedom such as Pakistan and New Zealand. today's world to be effective military forces must be able and willing to work with other militaries and that means command and control must be integrated.
Shifting Strategy
Immediately following the 9-11 terrorist attacks, the U.S. Quadrennial Defense Review Report issued in September 2001 stated that a central objective of the review was to shift the basis of defense planning from a "threat-based" model that had dominated thinking in the past to a "capabilities-based" model for the future. 4 Now it is also apparent that a deterrent strategy is not effective against non-state threats like suicide bombers.
Therefore, the concept of preemptive action is emerging. Taiwan and the Liaodong Peninsula: which were eventually brought back to China due to German, France and Russian intervention. In alliance warfare however, war objective had more to do with ideology or system than territory as evidenced by the democratic countries during World War II and the Western Camp during the Cold War. Similarly, in the war between coalition and non-state actors in the war on terrorism, the objective is personal security and freedom from tyranny.
War between coalition and non-state actors tends to be prolonged war while wars between states are often of shorter duration. State to state wars during the 18th and 19th centuries lasted several months. In the 20 th century, both World Wars I and II lasted four years. The war against terrorism is expected to take more than ten years. The key difference is that opponents in conventional war are state actors, and hence, capable of conducting and honoring negotiations. Non-state actors, however, are diplomatically invisible, and by their nature cannot negotiate. They are also highly resistant to maneuver and other "conventional" methods of diplomatic manipulation. Conducting anti-terrorism warfare is like trying to control traffic accidents; we cannot eliminate them completely but can reduce them to only a certain level by making continuous efforts.
In the wars between nation-states in the 18th and 19th centuries, casualties usually mounted to several thousands, though it depended on the size of the conflict. In wars fought among alliances during the 20th century, millions of people were killed. In the current war against terrorism, casualties have been a few thousand so far, however, that could be expanded several fold if the terrorists obtain and use Weapons of Mass Destruction (WMD).
In order to fight non-state actors, the forces cannot be limited to soldiers but must also include policemen, customs officers, and sometimes financial institutions as well. Therefore, inter-agency efforts assume a much greater importance than during the state-to-state war period. The mission of the Armed Forces has become not simply to destroy the enemy but to do it in the context of the more limited means encompassed in the term Military Operation Other Than War (MOOTW). 
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